STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, Journalist,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhdiana- 141123.






……Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Mansa.




……..Respondent

Complaint Case No.  425 of 2016

ORDER
Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh,  complainant, in person.

Shri Sonu Bajaj, Data Entry Operator, on behalf of   the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 07-01-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Jasbir Singh sought various information/ documents regarding number of commercial/ non-commercial driving licences issued from 01-01-2015 to till date. 

2.                The case was last heard on 01.11.2016, when the respondent was  directed to bring C.D. containing requisite information on the next date of hearing for handing over the same to the complainant failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated  against him.  The case was adjourned for today.
3.               Today, the respondent hands over C.D. containing requisite information to the complainant in the court, who expresses satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed. 
4.                     Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22-12-2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, Journalist,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhdiana- 141123.






………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Sri Muktsar Sahib







………..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 426 of 2016

ORDER
Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh,  complainant, in person.


None for   the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 07-01-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Jasbir Singh sought various information/ documents regarding copies of documents attached in case of each vehicle transferred/ re-assigned to Muktsar including their earlier and current registration numbers along with names of States/ Districts from where such vehicles had been transferred.

2.

The case was last heard on 01.11.2016, when  the complainant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him. Defying the orders of the Commission, none was  present  on behalf of the respondent during third consecutive hearing nor requisite information had been supplied to the complainant. Viewing the callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, a Show-Cause Notice was  issued to the PIO to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit , as to  why a penalty at  the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/-  be not   imposed upon him  for delay in the supply of information  and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. He was  also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing to explain orally the said  reasons. The case was adjourned for today.

3.

Today again none is present on behalf of the respondent. However, a letter No. 1308, dated 25.11.2016 has been received through e-mail from DTO Sri Muktsar Sahib vide which he has informed the complainant that he can collect the 
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information from him in the form of photo copy. The complainant submits that the duly attested information may be sent to him by registered post.  Viewing the irresponsible  conduct of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to supply the requisite information to the complainant within 20 days and submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice in person on the next date of hearing, failing which action for imposing penalty will be taken ex-parte.

4.

The complainant submits that he has suffered a lot in obtaining the information in this case. He requests that he may be compensated suitably for the loss and detriment suffered by him since 07.01.2016. The complainant has attended 4 hearings in this case so far while travelling from Ludhiana to Chandigarh and back. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by him during this period, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 a compensation of Rs. 2500/-(Rupees two thousand five hundred only) is awarded to Shri Jasbir Singh, complainant, to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft before the next date of hearing and confirmation to this effect will be furnished to the Commission.
5.

Adjourned to 19.01.2017 at  11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22-12-2016




State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Transport Officer,



REGISTERED



Sri Muktsar Sahib.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh, Journalist,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhdiana- 141123.






……….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot








………..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 428 of 2016

ORDER
Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh,  complainant, in person.


None for   the respondent.




Vide RTI application dated 04-01-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh sought various information regarding issuance of Light MVI (Commercial ) and Heavy Driving licences (Commercial )  during the period from January, 2015 to December, 2015. 

2.

The case was last heard on 01.11.2016, when  the complainant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him. Defying the orders of the Commission, none was  present  on behalf of the respondent during third consecutive hearing nor requisite information had been supplied to the complainant. However, a letter No. 1981, dated 28.10.2016 was received from DTO Faridkot informing that he was unable to attend hearing as he had been assigned election duty as Returning Officer and also assigned duties for making arrangement for transportation of lifting the stocks lying in the mandis.  Viewing the callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, a 
Show-Cause Notice was  issued to the PIO to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit , as to  why a penalty at  the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/-  be not   imposed upon him  for delay in the supply of information  and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. He was  also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing on 
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the next date of hearing to explain orally the said  reasons. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today again none is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. Viewing the irresponsible  conduct of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to supply the requisite information to the complainant within 20 days and submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice in person on the next date of hearing, failing which action for imposing penalty will be taken ex-parte.
4.

The complainant submits that he has suffered a lot in obtaining the information in this case. He requests that he may be compensated suitably for the loss and detriment suffered by him since 04.01.2016. The complainant has attended 4 hearings in this case so far while travelling from Ludhiana to Chandigarh and back. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by him during this period, I find full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 a compensation of Rs. 2500/-(Rupees two thousand five hundred only) is awarded to Shri Jasbir Singh, complainant, to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft before the next date of hearing and confirmation to this effect will be furnished to the Commission.
5.

Adjourned to 19.01.2017 at  11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22-12-2016




State Information Commissioner
CC:

District Transport Officer,



REGISTERED



Faridkot.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Satinder Singh Dhillon s/o

Shri Gurbachan Singh Dhillon,

Dhillon Transport, Mansa.






………Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, Bathinda.



…….Respondent

Complaint Case No.  56 of 2016

ORDER
Present:          None for  the complainant.

Shri Sita Ram, Superintendent, PRTC Bathinda,  on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated  20-07-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Satinder Singh Dhillon, sought copy of action taken report on his letter dated 15-06-2015. 

2.
              Today, Shri Sita Ram, Superintendent, PRTC Bathinda, appearing   on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter No.4065, dated 21.12.2016 from G.M.-cum-PIO, PRTC, Bathinda vide  which the PIO has informed that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant to his satisfaction, which has been duly received by him. The PIO has assured that in future due care will be taken to supply the requisite information to the complainants/appellants within stipulated time frame. He has requested to drop the Show-Cause Notice issued to him. 
3             On the assurance given by the PIO to provide information within stipulated time period to the applicants and also since the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant to his satisfaction, Show-Cause Notice issued to the PIO is hereby dropped and the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22-12- 2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,
Sector 76, SAS Nagar.






……Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. Of Personnel ( PCS Branch),

Punjab Civil Sectt-1, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. Of Personnel ( PCS Branch),

Punjab Civil Sectt-1, Chandigarh.




….…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3629 of 2015

Order

Present:
Shri H. S. Hundal,  appellant, in person.
 Shri Naveen Sharma, Senior Assistant, PCS  Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat,  on behalf of the  respondents.  
Shri H.S.Hundal  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 31-08-2015  addressed to PIO, sought certain information on twelve  points regarding penalty imposed on Shri A.P.S. Sandhu(PCS) Additional District Magistrate Moga on 04.12.2014.

2.

Today, the appellant submits a letter dated 22.12.2016 requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date as he has to attend to an important matter at District Court Mohali. He is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.
3.

On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned to 19.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harjit Bharti,

105, Daya Nand Chowk, Garha,

Jalandhar-144022.







…..…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Superintending Engineer, East Circle,

Shakti Sadan, Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer (Distribution),

PSPCL, North, Jalandhar.




……….…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2637 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Dr. Harjit Bharti,,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding  Electricity connection Account No. SP84/482 of Bhim Engg. Works, Industrial Area, Saipur Road, Jalandhar.

2.

None is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents. However, a Memo. No. 1542, dated 19.12.2016 has been received from Er. Suversha, Assistant Executive Engineer(Commercial) East Division, PSPCL, Jalandhar informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide Memo. No. 1530, dated 14.12.2016, which has been duly received by him. A copy of receipt taken from the appellant has also been sent alongwith this Memo.
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Navjit Singh s/o Sh. Karam Singh,

VPO: Manochahal Kalan, Distt. Tarn Taran.




…Appellant

            Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Secretary (recruitment),

PSPCL, The Mall, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, HRD, PSPCL,

The Mall, Patiala.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2819 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri Navjit Singh,  appellant,  in person.


Smt. Sneh Lata, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Navjeet Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-04-2016  addressed to PIO sought certain information of waiting list prepared relating to Balmiki/  Mazbi candidates who appeared for interview for the post of JE in the year 1998.

2.

Today, the respondent informs that information in respect of 49 candidates has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant expresses dis-satisfaction while stating that the provided information is incomplete. Consequently, after hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the appellant is directed to inspect the record in the office of the PIO on 23.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M. to identify the documents required by him and the PIO is directed to provide the identified documents to he appellant on the spot. 
3.

Adjourned to 24.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  22-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh,

District:  Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Zirakpur, District:  SAS Nagar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Zirakpur, District: SAS Nagar.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2780 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant, in person.


None for  the respondents.
 

Shri Jasbir Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-01-2016 addressed to PIO sought information regarding 14 projects mentioned in the RTI application. 

2.

The case was last heard on 17.11.2016,  when Shri Rajesh Kumar, J.E., Nagar Council, Zirakpur, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant on 02.06.2016. The appellant was  not present. However, a letter dated 14.11.2016 was  received from him informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He  requested to adjourn  the case to some other date. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to send one more copy of the provided information to the appellant . He was  also directed to explain the position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be provided to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far. None is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Therefore, the PIO is directed to bring a copy of the information on the next date of hearing so that the same could be handed over to the complainant.
4.

Adjourned to  19.01.2017   at 11.00 A.M.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Gagandeep Singh Janjua,

Village: Tura, PO: Kumbh,

Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Executive Engineer, PSPCL,

Garhshanker Road, Nawanshehar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, PSPCL, Jalandhar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2763 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Satwinder Singh Sehmbi, Addl. S.E. Nawanshahar, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Gagandeep Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14-05-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding Shri Ashwani Kumar, JE.
2.

The case was last heard on 17.11.2016, when the PIO was directed to supply information regarding Point No. 1 to the appellant. The case was adjourned for today.

3.

Today,  Shri Satwinder Singh Sehmbi, Addl. S.E. Nawanshahar,  appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that as per the orders of the Commission, information regarding Point No. 1 has been supplied to the appellant vide Memo. No. 15242-15244, dated 08.12.2016, with a copy to the Commission.

4.

The appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 22.12.2016 has been received from him  through e-mail informing that he is unable to attend  hearing. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him so far. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send one more copy of the information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

Adjourned to 24.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:
22-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Dhaliwal,

16, Maharaja Yadvindra Enclave,

Nabha Road, Patiala- 1476001.





….…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Superintending Engineer, Technical,

PSPCL, The Mall, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, HRD,PSPCL,

The Mall, Patiala.






….…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2758 of 2016

Order

Present:
Er. H. S. Dhaliwal,  appellant, in person. 
Shri Ravi Verma, Joint Secretary Technical-1, PSPCL, Patiala, on behalf of the  respondents.
 

Shri H.S.,Dhaliwal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-11-2015 addressed to PIO sought  information regarding number of disciplinary cases decided by the Chairman, PSPCL from 01-01-2010 to till date.

2.

The case was last heard on 17.11.2016, when the appellant was not present. After discussing the matter with the respondent, the appellant was directed to ask for some specific information. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant submits that the information pertaining to 2010-2011 may be supplied to him instead of 2010-2016. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information for the period 2010-2011 to the appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to 24.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 22-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Navjit Singh s/o Sh. Karam Singh,

VPO: Manochahal Kalan, 
District:  Tarn Taran.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Secretary (Recruitment) PSPCL,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer (HRD) PSPCL,

Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2667 of 2016

Order
Present:
Shri Navjit Singh,  Appellant, in person.


Shri Gurpreet Singh,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Navjit Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 08-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding recruitment of JEs belonging to Scheduled Caste category.

2.

Today, Shri Gurpreet Singh,  Senior Assistant, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court
, who after perusing the same expresses satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-

 

Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  22-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO: Ramgarh,  District:  Ludhiana.-141123.



……Complainant
                  Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer,   Ludhiana.



………Respondent

Complaint Case No.  224 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, Complainant, in person.
None for  the respondent. 
Vide RTI application dated 02-12-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh sought various information/ documents on three points regarding applicants to whom Driving Licences/RCs of Vehicles have been sent  by Speed Post/Registered Post/Through Courier Service alongwith fee received. 

2.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the complainant in the court, who after perusing the  same informs that provided information in incomplete and mis-leading. In these circumstances, attention of the complainant is invited to the 
judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) – Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another,  in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

3.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the 
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occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

4.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

5.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 22-12-2016




State Information Commissioner
